
 

 

 

 

 

بطرائق تدريسهم في المملكة وعلاقتها الموهوبين  طلابأنماط التعلم المفضلة لدى ال

العربية السعودية

 جمال عبد الفتاح العسافالدكتور 

 أستاذ مشارك

 

  استكمالًا لمتطلبات الحصول على درجة الماجستير في رسالةقدمت هذه ال

 الإبداعو الموهبة

 

 

 كلية الدراسات العليا

 جامعة البلقاء التطبيقية

 الأردن -السلط

14 /2 /2015 



 ب 



 ج 

 



 د 

 

 

 

 



 ه 



 و 



 ز 



 ح 



 ط 



 ي 



 ك 



 ل 

Extended Summary 



 م 

 

 

 



 ن 

SPSS



 1 

 

  



 2 



 3 

 (Snyder et al, 2000)، 

Newman & Sternberg, 2004

 (Al Shoura, 

2012 )

(Lynch, 2006)



 4 

Mann, 2006)

(Fung & John, 1992)Mann, 

2006)



 5 

Mann, 2006)



 6 



 7 



 8 

Learning Styles

(Honey & Mumford, 2000)

:Teaching Methods

Educational Stage

3



 9 



 11 



 11 

(McLachlan , 2006)



 12 

(Gadzella & Baloglu, 2002)

(Vermunt , 1996)

Fleming, 

2004

(Felder & Silverman, 1988) 

(Kennedy, 2002)(Confucius)

 ,Dunn & Dunn) دن ودن 

1992) 



 13 

Cano-Garcia & Hughes, 2000)

(Felder & Silverman, 1988)

(Cassidy ,2004)

 Krätzig & Arbuthnott , 2006)

Curry, 1983)

  (Baldwin & Sabry , 2003)

(McLachlan, 2006)

(Felder & Brent , 

2005)



 14 

Guild , 2001)

 Heffler , 2001)

 

(Felder & Henriques, 1995)

(Cuthbert, 

2005

(Hall 

& Moseley , 2005)



 15 

 Coffield, 

Moseley, Hall, & Ecclestone , 2004)

 (Gentry et al, 

2001) 



 16 

(Cuthbert, 2005) 

 

(Honey & Mumford, 1995)



 17 

Dunn & Dunn, 2002))

Visual/Non-verbal Learner

(Silverman, 

2012, Abiator, 2001)

Visual/ Verbal Learner

2114

Auditory Learner



 18 

 

(Abiator, 2001; Kostelnik, Soderman.& Whiren, 2004)

Kinesthetic Learner

Leaver,1997)). 



 19 

 (Dunn & Dunn)

 

Dun & Dun

(LSI) 

Dun & Dun (RSI)

 & Dun)(Prices & Carbon  

Keefe & Monika



 21 

Dun & Dun

(Dunn & 

Dunn)



 21 

 

 

 



 22 



 23 



 24 

Lens & Rand, 2002)

(Esposito,1999)

Betts, 2004))

(Louis& Lawrence & Keith, 2004)



 25 



 26 

(Louis& Lawrence & Keith, 2004)

(Esposito, 1999)

(Harvey& Goudvis, 2000)



 27 



 28 



 29 

2113     

          

  

        171    

            

              

             

             

             

     (Johnsen,  2006)      

           

       



 31 

          

         

           

         

    

2114

      1001      

      

69      

        

           

          



 31 

           

          

            

            

            

           

             

      .

Reis & Neu, 2000



 32 

Aimer & Lassie, 1998)

(Fung & John, 1992) 

          

     35       96 

            

           

              

  

.

 (Waldron & Saphire 1990) 



 33 

Turki, 2014)

914149

914347



 34 

Samardzija, 2011)

23176

Altuna & Yazici , 2010

386164222

411219211

Sever, 2008)

(Hee-Jung, 2008)



 35 

1117

Mann, 2006)

557

(Thornton, Haskell, & Libby, 2006)

3234

62



 36 

(Lynch, 2006)

111

 2001) (Chan, 

893



 37 

(Gentry, Rizza & Gabl, 2001

Afiat, 1997)

143

Pyryt, 1988

867



 38 

 

(Hee-Jung, 2008)

2006) ,yThornton, Haskell, & Libb( (Chan, 2001) 

(Lynch, 2006)

Mann, 

2006)(Chan, 2001)  Afiat, 1997)

(Lynch, 2006)



 39 

3102(Reis & Neu 2000)

5



 41 

(SPSS

4410

1

64

59

38

176

113

441



 41 

223

2

2

5

6

10

11

15

15

574721121375978137

32153353292453

1259228181128

325235

114693317223118115223

221

3



 42 

3

32

31

19

88

51

221

111

1551

 

1

(Hee - Jung, 2008)Khayat et al, 



 43 

2013)1116

579

1616

29715

341619

462125

562631

663237

773844

864551

975157



 44 

1

11

1

2

3

4

8115

57

25

4



 45 

4

55

  

 

   

1 54 31 69 39 54 

2 69 30 62 41 69 

3 62 33 65 41 62 

4 59 32 73 42 65 

5 61 34 73 43 81 

6 54 35 71 44 81 

7 62 32 66 45 53 

8 54 32 52 46 1.63 

9 69 3269 47 1.64 

11 71 3273 48 1.66 

11 57 2157 4961 

1265 2053 5173 

1381 2366 5174 

1481 2252 5276 

1553 2469 5376 



 46 

  

 

   

161.63 25 69 5476 

171.64 22 62 5567 

02 58 2253 5665 

02 54 221.61 5761 

4

57

2

125

1 916

5



 47 

5

   

1568 6 

1568 9 

1561 4 

1584 6 

15766

15746

15637

15776

15767

159157

 

1 61315841

6



 48 

6

 

 

 

74 6 

73 9 

74 4 

76 6 

76 6

76 6

69 7

72 6

74 7

7457

696767

2

Kaya et al, 2011)



 49 

1116

667

114114

2 81522

382331

483138

573945

694654

7125566

4



 51 

11

1

2

3

4

8115

64

3

125

15762

7



 51 

5

   

1566 12 

1585 8 

1575 8 

1577 8 

15657

15739

157112

157664

1566615859

225

8



 52 

8

64

  

 

   

1 56 32 51 45 61 

2 45 34 55 46 45 

3 25 35 61 4751 

4 34 32 58 4844 

5 1.42 32 66 4967 

6 32 32 51 5153 

7 51 3269 5135 

8 51 2145 5242 

9 43 2062 531.53 

11 51 2346 541.41 

1155 2256 5556 

1244 2445 56 1.47 

1361 2525 57 35 

04 43 2242 581.41 



 53 

05 25 37 41 591 61 

02 41 38 32 61 32 

02 1.57 22 51 61 53 

02 1.46 41 52 6256 

0251 40 41 631.42 

31 56 4256 6432 

30 1.47 4345  

33 35 4425  

8

644

1



 54 

57285

64321



 55 

1921141112114

SPSS

1



 56 

2

3Tow Sample T. Test)

One – Way Anova)

Tow Sample T. Test)



 57 

918

9

6

 

413.921.761.79

223.851.741.77 

333.791.411.76 

643.771.811.75 



 58 

553.741.441.75 

163.731.811.75 

3.811.511.76

9

3.923.73

7975

3.9

3.9



 59 

10

9 

511.691.92 

423 111.781.78 

733 111.761.79 

343.961.741.79 

953.921.751.78 

663.911.811.76 

273.811.881.76 

183.741.821.75 

893.411.911.68 

3.921.541.78



 61 

11

4.563 41

9268

4.59

3.4

11

4

 

111.821.85 

324.111.791.81 

433.991.811.79 

243.891.841.77 

4.131.681.81

11

4 263 89



 61 

8578

4.26

3.89

12

6 

311.791.91 

423.841.891.76 

133.781.171.75 

243.741.681.74 

553.711.871.74 

663.651.921.73

3.881.591.77



 62 

12

4 563 65

9173

4.56

3.65



 63 

13

6

 

311.811.81 

523 961.861.79 

633.831.411.76 

443.811.421.76 

253.791.451.75 

163.111.971.62

3.751.371.75



 64 

13

43 11

8162

4

3.11

14

6 

611.851.91 

123.881.851.77 

233.741.581.74 

343.741.971.74 

553.711.511.74 

463.611.611.72

3.871.391.77



 65 

14

4.553 61

9172

4.55

3.61

15

5

 

611.811.81 

123.721.161.74 

433.651.591.73

243.641.961.72

553.621.521.72

763.611.521.72

373.561.131.71

3.691.441.74



 66 

15

43 56

8171

4

3.56

16

6

 

111.911.78 

323.841.911.76 

433.751.581.75 

543.741.971.74 

253.651.511.73

663.621.6251.72

3.751.411.75



 67 

16

3.943 62

7972

3.94

3.62



 68 

15

5

 

711.721.79 

223.921.761.78 

633.811.891.76 

443.771.8111.76 

553.741.821.74 

163.711.521.74 

373.581.511.71

3.781.451.76

17

3.973 58

7972



 69 

3.97

3.58

18

 

  

  

5 1  4.13 1.68  

1 1  3.92 1.54  

6 5  3.88 1.59  

9 6  3.87 1.39  

133.81 1.51  

693.78 1.45  

873.75 1.41  

383.75 1.37  

763.69 1.44  

3.83 1.37 



 71 

1926

19

12 

214.541.511.91 

124.481.511.89 

734.411.491.88 

844.411.491.88 

654.371.481.87 



 71 

1164.361.481.87 

474.361.481.87 

584.321.471.86 

1194.311.461.86 

9114.291.361.85 

12114.291.361.85 

3124.161.241.81 

4.331.311.87

19

4.544.16

9181

4.54

4.16



 72 

20

8 

814.651.471.93 

224.641.471.92 

634.521.511.91 

444.441.491.88 

154.421.491.88 

364.411.491.88 

574.391.491.87 

784.321.471.86 

4.471.321.89

21

4 654 32



 73 

9386

4 65

4.32

21

8 

414.471.511.89 

824.411.491.88 

134.391.491.88 

344.381.481.87 



 74 

654.351.471.87 

264.331.471.86 

774.161.241.81 

584.111.191.81 

4.311.211.86

21

4 474

9181

4.47

4



 75 

22

8 

714.511.781.91 

224.371.481.87 

334.111.3111.82 

144.151.221.81 

853.991.11.79 

463.731.951.74 

673.651.491.73

583.641.591.72

4.111.311.81

22

4.51



 76 

3.649172

4.51

3.64

23

5 

514.271.671.84 

724.211.741.84 

134.131.871.81 

243.831.151.76 

353.711.611.74 

663.641 651.72



 77 

473.631.521.72

3.91 1.41 1.78

23

4 273 638572

4.27

3.63



 78 

24

9 

714.121.771.82 

224.191.811.81 

934.111.791.81 

443.881.911.77 

353.811.661.76 

563.761.681.75 

673.721.591.74 

883.671.651.73 

193.641.651.72

3.861.4181.77



 79 

24

4 123 64

8272

4.12

3.64

25

9 

1114.491.691.89 

324.261.691.85 

934.251.731.85 

744.211.681.84 

454.191.691.83 

1264.191.681.83 



 81 

674.181.721.83 

1184.151.721.83 

294.191.841.81 

1113.951.861.79 

5113.851.641 77 

8123.411.611.68

4.111.541.82

25

4 493 41

8968

4.49

3.41

26



 81 

 

  

  

1 1 4.47 1.32  

1 1 4.33 1.31  

5 5 4.31 1.21  

7 6 4.11 1.54  

634.11 1.31  

393.91 1.41 

 

973.86 1.41  

4.13 1.35 

α0005



 82 

27

1.22211.22216.8811.11111.3661.134

7.8881191.172

9.119111

1.366

α0005

Tow Sample T. Test)

28



 83 

28

 

0005 

813.7791.3615.7781.1111

1394.111.432

5.778

1.15

3.7794.11

α0005

One – Way Anova)

29



 84 

29

 

    

 2.661 3 1.887 13.9 1.1111 

 6.812 117 1.164   

 9.471 111    

 

 1.819 3 1.273 3.38 1.121 

 8.652 117 1.181   

 9.473 111    

29

13.9

إلى وجود فروق ذات دلالة إحصائية لمتغير  ( مما يشير إلى1.15)

 الموهوبين على طرائق التدريس المتبعة من قبلهم. طلابالمؤهل العلمي لمعلمي ال

29

3.38

( مما يشير إلى إلى وجود فروق ذات دلالة إحصائية لمتغير 1.15)

 قبلهم. الموهوبين على طرائق التدريس المتبعة من طلابلمعلمي ال



 85 

  

30

 

0005 

544.411.2654.4251 437

574.171.277

4.4251.15

4.41

4.17

29

32،31



 86 

32

4.41

4.14

4.11

3.84



 87 

32

611

4.4111

154.255

4.24

154.15



 88 

Afiat, 1997)

, 2008)Jung-Hee( 



 89 

Pyryt, 1988

(Hee-Jung, 2008)

(Chan, 2001) 



 91 

Afiat, 1997)

Altuna & 

Yazici , 2010



 91 

Turki, 2014)Samardzija, 2011)

(Hee-Jung, 2008)



 92 

Aimer & Lassie, 1998)2114

2114



 93 

(Thornton, Haskell, & Libby, 2006)

  1001



 94 

α0005

α

0005



 95 

α

0005

611

 

 1001

2113    

            

  



 96 

1

2

3

4



 97 

2114

2114

2112

2111

   2111       

1119193

216



 98 

         

411445463

2112

 

Abiator, A. (2001). Learning Styles Modalities. Retrieved from: http: 

//www. berghuis. com. nz/Abiator/isismenu.html. 

Afiat Froozan. (1997). Learning Styles Teaching Strategies Similarity 

Scores And Their Relationship to Achievement and Attitude of 

Gifted Mathematics Students. Retrieved from ProQuest Digital 

Dissertations (AAT 9736945). 

Aimer, David & Lassie Balogh. (1998). Teacher opinion about the nature

of giftedness, Eric Identifier, 429373. 

Al shoura, Z. (2012). Learning Styles and Its Relationship to 

Achievement Incitement with Learning Difficulties. (Unpublished 

MA Thesis), Amman Arab University. 

Altuna, F. & Yazici, H. (2010). Learning Styles of the Gifted Students in 

Turkey. Rocedia Social and Behavioral Sciences, (9)198–202. 

Baldwin, L., & Sabry, K. (2003). Learning styles for interactive 

learning systems, Innovations in Education & Teaching 

International, 40 (4): 325-340.  

Betts, G. (2004). Fostering autonomous learners through levels of 

differentiation. Roeper Review, 25, 112-116. 



 99 

Cano-García, F., & Hughes, E. (2000). Learning and thinking styles: An 

analysis of their interrelationship and influence on academic 

achievement, Educational Psychology, 20(4): 413-430. 

Cassidy, S. Learning Styles: An Overview of the Theories, Models and 

Measures. (2004). Educational Psychology, 24(4): 419-444. 

Chan, David. (2001). Learning Styles in Hong Kong, Gifted 

Child Quarterly, 45(1): 35-44. 

Coffield, F., Moseley, D., Hall, E., & Ecclestone, K. (2004). Learning 

Styles and Pedagogy in Post-16 Learning - A Systematic and 

Critical Review, (Report No. 1543/06/04/500). London: Learning and 

Skills Research Centre. Retrieved March 19, 2014, from 

http://www.lsda.org.uk/files/PDF/1543. pdf. 

Cuthbert, P. (2005). The student learning process: Learning styles or 

learning approaches, Teaching in Higher Education, 10(2): 235-249. 

Curry, L. (1983). An organization of learning styles theory and 

constructs, Paper presented at the Annual Meeting of the American 

Educational Research Association, Montreal, Quebec. 

Esposito, C. (1999). Learning in urban blight: School climate and its effects 

on the school performance of urban, minority, low-income children. 

School Psychology Review 28(3): 365-377. 

Felder, R. M. & Henriques, E. R. (1995). Learning and teaching styles in 

foreign and second language education, Foreign Language Annals, 28 

(1): 21–31. 

Felder, R. M., & Brent, R. (2005). Understanding student differences. 

Journal of Engineering Education, 94(1): 57-72.  

Felder, R. M. & Silverman, L. K. (1988). Learning and teaching styles in 

engineering education, Engineering Education, 78 (7): 674–681. 

Fleming, N. D. (2004). How Do I Learn Best? Retrieved from: www.vark-

learn.com 



 111 

Fung, L. Y. & John, D. M. (1992). A comparative study of the learning

style preferences of gifted students with learning disabilities and 

students who are gifted, Journal of Learning Disabilities, 25(2): 124-

132  

Gadt-Johnson, C., & Price, G. (2000). Comparing students with high and 

low preferences for tactile learning. Education, 120(3): 581. 

Gadzella, B. M., Stephens, R., Baloglu, M. (2002). Prediction of 

educational course grades by age and learning style scores, College 

Student Journal, March 01, 2002   

Gentry, M. Rizza. M, & Gable, R. (2001). Gifted Students Perceptions of 

Their Class Activities: Differences Among Rural, Urban, and Suburban 

Student Attitudes, Gifted Child Quarterly, 45(2): 115-129.  

Guild, P. B. (2001). Diversity, Learning Style and Culture. Teaching and 

learning strategies. VII (4). Retrieved December 30, 2013 from New 

Horizons for Learning website: 

http://www.newhorizons.org/strategies/styles/guild.htm. 

Hall, E., & Moseley, D. (2005). Is there a role for learning styles in 

personalized education and training? International Journal of 

Lifelong Education, 24(3): 243- 255. 

Harvey, S. & Goudvis, A. (2000). Strategies that work: Teaching 

comprehension to enhance understanding. Stenhouse Publishers, 

USA. 

Hee-Jung, Kim. (2008). Learning style preferences of gifted and general 

elementary students in Korea and the U.S. with cross- cultural 

validation of translated learning style inventory (LSI), In Partial 

Fulfillment of the Requirements for the Degree of Doctor of 

Philosophy, Purdue University, West Lafayette, Indiana. 



 111 

Heffler, B. (2001). Individual learning style and the learning style 

inventory, Educational Studies, 27(3): 307- 316. 

Honey & Mumford. A. (2000). The 23 learning styles helper's guide, 

Maidenhead, Berkshire, UK: Peter Honey publication limited. 

James, W. B., & Blank, W. E. (1991). A comparison of adult’s perceptual 

learning style and their educational level, Mountain Plains Adult 

Education Association Journal, 19(1): 11-21. 

Johnsen, S. K. (2006). New national standards for teachers of gifted and 

talented students, Tempo, 26(3), 26–31. 

Kratzig, G. P. & Arbuthnott, K.D. (2006). Perceptual learning style and 

learning proficiency: A test of the hypothesis, Journal of Educational 

Psychology, 98(1), 238-246 

Kaya. I, Habaci I. Küçük. S, Adigüzelli. F and Habaci. M. (2011). 

Development of Instructional Strategies Scale: Reliability and Validity, 

World Applied Sciences Journal, 15 (4): 507-516. 

Kennedy, P. (2002). Learning cultures and learning styles: Myth-

understandings about adult (Hong Kong) Chinese learners, 

International Journal of Lifelong Education, 21(5): 432-445. 

Khayat, A, Al- kreimeen. R, Al- khayat, M. (2013).  Preferred learning 

styles in kindergarten students by the viewpoint of their mothers' and 

teachers'. Educational Journal and Practices, 4(10):50-59. 

Kostelnik, M. J., Soderman, A. K., & Whiren, A. P. (2004). 

Developmentally Appropriate Curriculum: Best Practices in Early 

Childhood Education, (3rd ed.). Columbus: Pearson, Merrill Prentice 

Hall. 



 112 

Leaver, B. L. (1997). Teaching the Whole Class, (4th ed.). California: 

Crown Press Inc. 

Lens, W. & Rand, P. (2002). Motivation and cognition: Their role in the 

fevelopment of Giftedness. In K.A. Heller, F.J. Monks, R.J., Sternberg 

and R.F. Subotik (Eds.). 

Louis Cohen, Lawrence Manion and Keith Morrison. (2004). A Guide to 

Teaching Practice, Published on the companion web resource for 

Rutledge Flamer. 

Lynch, D. J. (2006). Motivational factors, learning strategies and resource 

management as predictors of course grades, College Student Journal, 

40(2): 423-428. 

Mann, Rebecca L. (2006). Effective Teaching Strategies for 

Gifted/Learning-Disabled Students with Spatial Strengths, Journal of 

Secondary Gifted Education, 13 (2): 112–121. 

McLachlan, J. C. (2006). The relationship between assessment and 

learning. Medical Education, 40, 716-717. doi: 10.1111/j.1365-

2929.2006.02518.x 

Newman, T. M., & Sternberg, R.J. (Eds.), (2004). Students with both gifts 

and learning disabilities: Identification, assessment, and outcomes. 

Neuropsychology and Cognition, 25, 235- 246. 

Reis, S. M., McGuire, J. M., & Neu, T. W. (2000). Compensation strategies 

used by high-ability students with learning disabilities who succeed in 

college, Gifted Child Quarterly, 44(1): 123-134. 

Samardzija, Nadine. (2011). Learning styles and classroom preferences 

of academically gifted 8th grade and above- average 8th grade who 

have not been identified as gifted: qualitative study, in Partial 

Fulfillment of the Requirements for the Degree  of Master of Science In 

Education, University West Lafayette, Indiana. 



 113 

Silverman, L. K. (2012). Identifying Visual-Spatial and Auditory-

Sequential Learners: A Validation Study. Gifted Development 

Center Service of the Institute for the Study of Advanced Development 

available on 

http://www.gifteddevelopment.com/Visual_Spatial_Learner/vsl.htm.  

Snyder, K.J., Acker-Hocevar, M., Snyder, K.M. (2000). Living on the 

Edge of Chaos: Leading schools into the global age. Milwaukee: 

ASQ Quality Press. 

Sternberg, R. J., & Grigorenko, E. L. (1997). Are cognitive styles still in 

style? American Psychologist, 52 (7): 700–712. 

Thornton, B., Haskell, H., & Libby, L. (2006). A comparison of learning 

styles between gifted and non-gifted high school students. Individual 

Differences Research, 4(2), 106-110.  

Turki, Jihad. (2014). Learning Styles of Gifted and Non- Gifted Students in 

Tafila Governorate.  International Journal of Humanities and Social 

Science, 4(5): 114-124.  

Pyryt, M. (1998). Learning styles preferences, Journal Research in 

Childhood Education, 13 (1): 71-76. 

Vermunt, J. D. (1996). Meta cognitive, cognitive and affective aspects of 

learning styles and strategies: a phenomenon graphic analysis, Higher 

Education, 31(1): 25–50. 

Waldron, K., & Saphire, D. (1990). An analysis of WISCR factor for gifted 

student with learning disabilities, Journal of Learning Disabilities, 

23(1): 491-498  

 

 

 

 



 114 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 115 

1

 

      

(Direct Instruction)

1 

 

     

2 

 

     

3       

4       

5 

 

     

6       

      

(Instruction through Technology)

     

7 

 

     

8       

9 

 

     



 116 

      

11 

 

     

11 

 

     

12       

13 

 

     

14 

 

     

15 

 

     

(Simulation     

16       

17 

 

     

18 

 

     

19     



 117 

      

Independent Study)     

21     

21     

22     

23     

24     

25     

Project     

26     

27     

28     

29     



 118 

      

31     

31     

(Peer Teaching     

32     

33     

34     

35     

36     

37     

(Auditory learners)     

38      

39      

41      

41      



 119 

      

42      

43

 

     

44

 

     

Kinesthetic learners     

45

 

     

46

 

     

47      

48      

49      

51      

Visual learners     

51

 

     

52     



 111 

      

 

53      

54

 

     

55

 

     

56      

57      

 



 111 

2



 112 



 113 



 114 



 115 



 116 



 117 



 118 

3

  

 

  

 

(Presentations)

1       

2 

 

     

3       

4 

 

     

5       

6 

 

     

7     

8     

9     



 119 

  

 

  

 

11     

11     

12     

12     

13     

14     

(Accommodations for Individual

Differences

     

1 

 

     

2 

 

     

3      



 121 

  

 

  

 

 

4      

5      

6      

7     

8     

Problem solving)     

1     

2     

3     



 121 

  

 

  

 

4     

5     

6     

7     

8     

Critical Thinking Strategies

     

1     

2     



 122 

  

 

  

 

3     

4     

5     

6     

7     

8     

(Creative Thinking Strategies

     

1     

2     



 123 

  

 

  

 

3     

4     

5     

6     

7     

(Research Strategies)     

1

 

     

2

 

     

3

 

     



 124 

  

 

  

 

4

 

     

5

 

     

6

 

     

7     

8     

9     

(Teach interactively     

1     

2     

3     



 125 

  

 

  

 

4     

5     

6     

7     

8     

9     

11     

11     

12     

 



 126 

4



 127 

√



 128 



 129 



 131 



 131 



 132 



 133 



 134 



 135 

  

  



 136 

 



 137 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Abstract 

Learning Styles Favored by the Talented Students and their 

Relationship to Teaching Styles in Saudi Arabia 

By 

Mohammad Abdullah Mohammad AL- Amri 

Supervisor  

Jamal Abed AL Fattah Al- Assaf 

Associated Prof 

This study aimed to investigate the Learning styles favored by the 

talented students and their relation to the modalities of teaching in Saudi 

Arabia, therefore this study purposed to know the impact of educational 

phase variable on preferred learning styles among gifted students, and the 

Qualification, specialization, and years of experience variables on the 

teaching methods which used by teachers of gifted students, the 

instruments of this study were applied on (220) gifted students and (111) 

teachers of gifted students in the State of Jeddah at Saudi Arabia, the 

instruments were development to measures learning style among students, 

and teaching methods among teachers of gifted students, the researcher was 

analysis of data using (SPSS) program.  

The results indicated that the best style of learning styles among 

gifted students was simulated pattern, then a pattern of learning through 

technology, then independence in learning style, in addition the results 
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indicated that the best way to teach students with gifted teachers were in 

the individual differences, then presentation method, then problems solving 

dimensions, therefore the results showed that there was no relationship 

between each dimension of learning styles scale and total score of teaching 

methods scale by teachers of gifted students, while there was a weakness 

relationship between the total score of  learning styles scale and the total 

score of teaching methods scale, in addition the results indicated that there 

were statistically significant differences in preferred learning styles 

according to educational phase variable for the benefit of students in 

middle school, and the presence of statistically significant differences in 

teaching methods according of teachers qualification for the benefit of 

teachers who have qualified BA, therefore the results indicated that there 

were statistically significant differences in the years of experience for the 

benefit of (6-10) years, and  the results of the study indicated that there 

were no statistically significant differences in teachers specialization 

variable on teaching methods which used by teachers of  gifted students.  

The study came out a set of recommendations for a number of 

studies that can be conduct for other researchers in the future like 

constructing a training programs for teachers of gifted students to develop 

teaching methods are consistent with each style of my favorite learning 

patterns of gifted students . 

Keywords: gifted students, teachers of gifted students, learning style, 

methods of teaching.
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Extended Summary 

By 

Mohammad Abdullah Mohammad AL- Amri 

Supervisor  

Jamal Abed AL Fattah Al- Assaf 

Associated Prof 

This study aimed to identify the patterns of learning that talented 

students prefer and their relationship with their teaching methods in the 

Kingdom of Saudi Arabia, and the impact of changing the educational 

stage on learning pattern preferred by gifted students and the impact of 

variables scientific qualification, specialization, and, years of experience on 

teaching methods used by teachers of gifted students, and this study came 

as an attempt to answer the following questions: 

1- What types of learning that talented students preferred in Jeddah city in 

the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia? 

2. What teaching methods used by teachers for gifted students in Jeddah 

city in the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia from the point of view of the Teachers 

themselves? 

3- Is there a close bonding relationship of statistical significance at the 

indicator level of (α = 0.05) between patterns of learning preferred for 
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gifted students and teaching methods used by teachers in Jeddah city in the 

Kingdom of Saudi Arabia. 

 4. Are there any differences of statistical significance at the indicator level 

of (α = 0.05) in patterns of learning preferred for gifted students attributed 

to variable educational stage? 

5. Are there any differences of statistical significance at the indicator level 

of  

(α = 0.05) in teaching methods used by teachers of gifted students 

attributed to variable in scientific qualification of teachers, specialization, 

and experience? 

The importance of the study 

The importance of knowledge of appropriate patterns of learning 

which preferred by talented students considered to be of high importance to 

a lot of top researchers; the importance of that is to increase the 

effectiveness of their academic achievement, and to enhance, mental and 

cognitive abilities, as well as the knowledge of teaching methods used by 

teachers of gifted students is important to the success of the educational 

learning process within the school; whereas the interest in this category of 

students would help to increase their motivation; and develop their abilities 

for the better within their schools, and in their local community, it also 

helps to know teaching methods used by teachers of gifted students who 

are interested in gifted programs on assessment of these modalities, and 

redevelop it; for the benefits of upgrading the talented students in the 

Kingdom of Saudi Arabia; the significance of this study lies in two 

dimension:  

First: theoretical importance: 

1- To provide researchers with a frame of reference as patterns of learning 

preferred by talented students, and teaching methods used by their teachers; 

especially in the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia; so as all to benefit from 
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Workers in the talented centers including teachers, educators and those 

interested in talent in the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia. 

2. Clarify to what extent its considered important to care about the teaching 

methods used by teachers of gifted students on the one hand; and patterns 

of learning from the other hand for gifted students category; being of 

important topics in circulation, specially on the psychological and 

educational levels in the field of education, and specifically special 

education. 

3. This study considered within the boundaries of the researcher knowledge 

,and the first in special education in the kingdom of Saudi Arabia as it 

compare the relationship between patterns of learning favored by talented 

students and teaching methods  used by their teachers. Eventually will be 

getting the benefits from the result and help us in how to deal with talented 

persons.  

Secondly: the importance of application: 

1- Development of a scale to detect patterns of learning preferred by gifted 

students suitable for environment in Saudi Arabia. 

 2. Development of a scale to detect the teaching methods used by teachers 

of gifted students in the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia. 

3. You can take advantage of previous mentioned standards; through 

applying it in training programs for talented category; as well as to the 

applicable educational programs to this category of students and teachers. 

Results 

To answer the questions of the study the incoming data were 

unloaded in the measure, and analyzed statistically using statistical 

program (SPSS); it also will be the using the appropriate statistical methods 

to answer each question of the study as follows: 
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1. To answer the question I and II: the use of means, standard deviations, 

and the relative importance of measuring patterns of learning favored by 

talented students, teaching methods used by teachers of gifted students. 

2. To answer the third question: the researcher used simple regression to 

study the relationship between learning favored by  talented students, and 

teaching methods used by teachers of gifted students. 

3. To answer the fourth question: was the use of test "T" tow sample T. 

test)) to study the impact of educational stages on the patterns of learning 

favored by gifted students. 

4. To answer the fifth question: the use of a test "variance analysis,"(one-

way a nova)); to study the impact of variables of scientific qualification 

degree, experience, and use test "T" tow sample T. test)) to examine the 

impact of specialization on the teaching methods used by teachers of gifted 

students. 

The results of the study showed that the best pattern of learning to 

talented students was the imitation pattern, followed by a pattern of 

Learning Through Technology, followed by a pattern of independence in 

learning, the result of study indicate as well that the best way to teach 

gifted students were in using paragraphs after taking into account 

individual differences, followed by paragraphs after the presentation, 

followed by paragraphs after problem solving paragraph, also the results 

showed that there is weakness relationship between patterns of learning and 

methods teaching of gifted students teachers, while there was a negative 

relationship between overall patterns measured Degree learning and the 

total degree of measuring standard teaching methods, and the results of the 

study indicate differences in  statistical significance in the favorite patterns 

of     learning according to variable depending on the stage of education for  

students in the intermediate stage, and the existence of differences of 

statistical significance for the  variable of teachers qualification on methods 
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of teaching gifted students in favor of teachers holding Bachelor's degree, 

and the existence of differences of statistical significance for the  variable 

of teaching experience on the teaching methods of teachers of gifted 

students in favor of teacher with teaching experience of (6-10) years, as 

well as the results of the study showed that the lack of statistical 

significance of differences in methods of teaching used by teachers of 

gifted students depending on the variable allocated to the teacher.. 

Recommendation  

On the basis of the results of this study work the researcher 

recommend the following studies to be carried out: 

1. Identify the favorite patterns of learning to gifted students, and linking it 

with the variant student sex. 

2. Building training programs for gifted students teachers to develop 

teaching methods consistent with each preferred pattern of learning for 

gifted students. 

3. Identify the problems that result from a failure to exercise appropriate 

modalities for teaching gifted students by their teacher. 

4. Identify the favorite patterns of learning for talented student's female and 

teaching methods used by teachers of female students. 
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